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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-8, 13, 18, 19, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Le (US Publication 2005/0076036). 

As to claim 1, Le discloses a method of sharing database objects comprising: specifying 
at least one dimension (paragraph 47, i.e. product or time), in a source datastore (Figure 1, 
element 1 34) to link to in a target datastore (paragraph 47 and figure 1 element 135, in order to 
update corresponding data for instance time or number of sold products, the specific information 
has to be linked or identified so the correct entrance is changed); specifying a persistence model 
for persisting the target datastore (Figure 3C), wherein the persistence model comprises 
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persisting metadata in the target datastore (wherein the aggregate data in the target datastore is 
considered to be a metadata since it is a data about the data shown in the fact tables, in other 
words the aggregate data is updated based on the changes in individual entries of the fact tables) 
in the such that changes to metadata of an object in the source datastore is not updated in the 
target database until the object data is altered, persisting both metadata and data changes in the 
target datastore or persisting neither metadata nor data in the target datastore such that any 
change made to the source datastore is propagated to the target datastore (the table in figure 3E is 
changed if the data in the fact tables (Figure 3D) is varied); specifying a refresh policy for 
refreshing information in the target datastore (paragraph 7); and creating the target datastore, 
wherein the target datastore is a linked object comprising a data cube defined by the at least one 
specified dimension (paragraphs 12 and 13, wherein aggregate data represents a target datastore 
comprising dimensions). 

As to claim 2 , Le discloses a method further comprising selecting at least one group of 
measures in the source datastore to link to in the target datastore (paragraph 47, i.e. product and 
time). 

As to claim 3 , Le discloses a method wherein the source datastore (Figure 1 , elements 
134) and the target datastore (Figure 1, element 135) are analysis databases (paragraph 5, since 
data contained in the databases can be analyzed, those databases are considered analysis 
databases). 

As to claim 4 , Le discloses a method wherein the source datastore (Figure 1 , element 
134) and the target datastore (Figure 1, element 135) are OLAP databases (paragraph 5). 
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As to claim 5 , Le discloses a method wherein the persistence model comprises persisting 
metadata (Figure 3C, elements 350, 352, 354, 356, 358). 

As to claim 6 , Le discloses a method wherein the persistence model comprises persisting 
data (Figure 3C, values filling the table 366). 

As to claim 7 , Le discloses a method wherein the refresh policy comprises refreshing 
data each time data in the target datastore is queried (paragraph 37, i.e. every time when a user 
update the source database (querying) the target database is automatically updated or refreshed). 

As to claim 8 , Le discloses a method wherein the refresh policy comprises refreshing 
data whenever a specified time interval has passed (paragraph 37, since user enters data at some 
point of time, the interval between the previous and the most recent update is considered to be 
equivalent with specified time interval). 

As to claim 13 , Le discloses a system comprising: a target database, module for creating 
the target database (Figure 1, element 135), defined by at least one dimension linked (paragraph 
37) to a dimension in a source database (Figure 1, elements 134) and at least one measure group 
linked (Figure 3C, elements 381 and 383) to a measure group in the source database, wherein the 
persistence model comprises persisting metadata in the target datastore (wherein the aggregate 
table in the target datastore is considered to be a metadata since it is a data about the data shown 
in the fact tables, in other words the data in the aggregate table is updated based on the changes 
in individual entries of the fact tables) in the such that changes to metadata of an object in the 
source datastore is not updated in the target database until the object data is altered, persisting 
both metadata and data changes in the target datastore or persisting neither metadata nor data in 
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the target datastore such that any change made to the source datastore is propagated to the target 
datastore (the table in figure 3E is changed if the data in the fact tables (Figure 3D) is varied). 

As to claim 18 , Le discloses a system further comprising an analysis module for 
specifying a refresh policy for determining when data in the target database is refreshed (i.e. the 
data in the target database is refreshed every time a user changes the data in the source database, 
paragraph 9). 

As to claim 19 , Le discloses a system further comprising an analysis module for 
specifying the persisting model for determining a portion of the target database to be persisted 
(paragraph 10). 

As to claim 21 , Le discloses a system wherein the source database is associated with a 
first instance (Figure 1, element 100) of an analysis module (paragraph 14, OLAP, the data is 
summarized, for instance sum sale (Figure 3C, element 383)) and the target database (Figure 1, 
element 122) is associated with a second instance of an analysis module (since the data is 
updated in the target database (122) based on the current data in the source (100), the target 
database is considered a second instance also making use of analytical module i.e. OLAP). 

As to claim 22 , Le discloses a computer readable storage medium comprising computer 
executable instructions for: selecting at least one dimension in a source analysis datastore (Figure 
1, element 134) to link in a target analysis datastore (Figure 1, element 135); selecting a 
persistence model for persisting the target analysis datastore (Figure 3C, element 382, wherein 
the aggregate table represents aggregate data (Figure 1, element 135)), wherein the persistence 
model comprises persisting metadata in the target datastore (wherein the aggregate table in the 
target datastore is considered to be a metadata since it is a data about the data shown in the fact 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,205 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2163 

tables, in other words the data in the aggregate table is updated based on the changes in 
individual entries of the fact tables) in the such that changes to metadata of an object in the 
source datastore is not updated in the target database until the object data is altered, persisting 
both metadata and data changes in the target datastore or persisting neither metadata nor data in 
the target datastore such that any change made to the source datastore is propagated to the target 
datastore (the table in figure 3E is changed if the data in the fact tables (Figure 3D) is varied); 
selecting a refresh policy for refreshing information in the target analysis datastore (figure 4, 
element 410); and selecting at least one group of measures in a source analysis datastore to link 
to in the target analysis datastore (paragraph 37, Figure 3C, element 382); and creating the target 
analysis datastore, wherein the target analysis datastore is a cube defined by the at least one 
specified dimension (paragraphs 12 and 13, wherein aggregate table represents a target datastore 
comprising dimensions). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 11, 12 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Le (US Publication 2005/0076036). 
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As to claims 11 and 14 , Le teaches all the limitations as disclosed in claims 1 and 13 
respectively, however he does not teach dimension in target database that is not a dimension of 
the source database. It would have been obvious however, to one of the ordinary skill in the art 
during the time the invention was made to have an additional dimensions in the target database 
that are not present in the source database because it is a design choice of placing certain 
dimensions or categories in the specific locations i.e. target or source, wherein the decision of 
creating certain dimensions is dictated by the intended use. Le teaches additional categories in 
the source database (Figure 3C) that are not present in the target database (Figure 2B), similarly 
additional dimensions could have been added to the target database for instance listing the 
summary or other important facts which could have been calculated based on collected data. 

As to claim 12 , Le teaches all the limitations as disclosed in claim 1, however he does 
not explicitly teach the step of specifying a group of measures for the target datastore, wherein 
the group of measures is not a measure group of the source datastore. It would have been obvious 
however to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the invention was made to have an 
additional measure group (categories relating to the description of the product) in the target 
database that are not present in the source database because it is a design choice of placing 
certain measure groups or categories in the specific locations i.e. target or source, wherein the 
decision of creating certain measure groups is dictated by the intended use. Le teaches additional 
categories in the source database (Figure 3C) that are not present in the target database 
(paragraph 38, aggregated data), similarly additional measure could have been added to the 
target database for instance listing the summary or other important facts which could have been 
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calculated based on collected data. Those addition measure groups could be accessed in later 
time to check specific facts regarding sales or other transactions. 

As to claim 15 , Le teaches all the limitations as disclosed in claim 13, however he does 
not explicitly teach a second measure group wherein the second measure group is not a 
dimension to be linked to a measure group in the source database. It would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the invention was made to have a measure 
group in the source database that are not linked to the second measure group because it is a 
design choice of placing certain measure groups or categories in the specific locations i.e. target 
or source and linking them in the predetermined manner, wherein the decision of creating certain 
links is dictated by the intended use. Le teaches additional categories in the source database 
(Figure 3C) that are not present in the target database (paragraph 38, aggregated data) and 
therefore they are not linked together. 

As to claims 16 and 17 , Le indirectly teaches an analysis module, which specifies one 
dimension or measure group being linked to in the target (Figure 3D and paragraph 38, 
aggregated data) for instance company code, brand code or product code, wherein more than one 
dimension is considered to be a measure group). In order to link the appropriate dimensions in 
both of the databases, there has to be an analyzing module that would allow matching 
corresponding criteria. 

6. Claims 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le 
(US Publication 2005/0076036) in the view of Pasumanskv et al (US Patent 
6477536). Le teaches all the limitations disclosed in claim 20, however he does not 
teach that the source and target databases reside on two different computers. 
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Pasumansky teaches the network comprising the server and client computers wherein 
the systems share common dimensions (Figure 3). It would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the invention was made to have two 
separate computers wherein on of them would be a source database and the other 
would be a target database as taught by Pasumansky because in majority of cases the 
warehouse or the central location holds all the main data in the remote location to the 
one of the client computer which also holds similar information to the one of the main 
location. This type of configuration is very useful whenever there are multiple clients that 
need to obtain similar information from the one centralized unit, holding most up to date 
data, for instance a warehouse and multiple retailer stores. 

7. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Le (US Publication 2005/00760361 in the view of Daniel et al (US Patent 
6785689). 

Le teaches all the limitations disclosed in claim 1 , however he does not teach a 
method of sharing the database comprising a filter which can limit specified data from 
the target datastore to data of a specified type (or exclude certain data from the access 
by not selecting it). Daniel teaches a network comprising source and target databases 
(column 1 , lines 61-67) wherein the system comprises a filter which allows to extract the 
appropriate content from the database (column 10, lines 48-53, wherein filter allows to 
access the data pertaining to the query and disregard the information which are not 
pertaining to the desired data type). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art during the time the invention was made to use filter in the database, as 
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taught by Daniel, in Le's database network in order to extract specified information from 
the target database, because this allows to run the system more efficiently, because 
only certain demanded information could have been extracted instead of entire data, 
which in result would reduce an access time. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed November 29, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

9. With respect to the applicant's assertion on page 7, alleging that Le does not disclose or 
suggest " specifying a persistence model for the target datastore, wherein the persistence model 
comprises persisting metadata in the target datastore such that changes to metadata of an object 
in the source datastore are not updated in the target datastore until the object data is altered, 
persisting both metadata and data changes in the target datastore or persisting neither metadata 
nor data in the target datastore such that any change made to the source datastore is propagated 
to the target datastore", the examiner disagrees. According to the definition of a metadata it is a 
data about data. Further, the aggregation data contained in the target datastore (135) describes or 
summarizes the data contained in the fact tables. When the fact tables are updated or changed the 
metadata is also updated in the target datastore. Similarly if the data would not be changed, then 

• there would be no update done to the aggregated data (i.e. metadata in the target datastore). 
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The Prior Art 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US Patent 6442554 discloses a system and method for generating dependent 
data wherein the model comprises source and target members, wherein the data 
between the source and target members is associated in order to match and 
attach corresponding data. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

12. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Inquiry 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela M. Lie whose telephone number is 571-272-8445. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

14. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

15. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Angela M Lie PRIMARY EXAMINER 



